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Cery ond aul. 

In Test may be only coincidence but strikes me rattier 98 an excess of 
puarilo vindictivem's* , I go t, by costly registered meil, return receipt end all 
thst (not requested) the first prompt reply to any Archives communication in several 
yeers, the missing peges from ny l?st order, f rom rue fceport drafts file, showing 
Hebeler 1 s lsst-minute alterations. They ?c\ow ray financial situation, I suppose, 

©nd ddlight in worsening it, even in smell ways. But there has no need to have 
orained it fro . tue order, for I’d orderea tuat first of ell, by phone, and there 
roe no need to *©<?te my buck Tsitn registration or tn© receipt to them. 

If these ora not inconaiatent with toe essence of what liebeler 

said nt 'JCIui.you’v© heard my tope of it- th ey also ore n^t exactly ir. accord with 
it. said ns sent it over on n yellow pad. ^uls is neatly ty ed end to* typing 
is corrected, in a hand tuan cen be nis. 

It discloses a petty prejudice against Odio iei 1 s strong unwlllignesa 
to believe her, mixed with literary devices to undermine her testimony, in the 
original. Tbe original, before they got tae l^st-minute FBI word, for example, 
referredmto the "olloged visit". Afterward, "alleged " wee delated. How whiter or 
not it ws/a 0 awe d, they had no doubt of such a visit. It was confirmed and unchal- 
lenged. >h*re it said she " report. edly" saw them in the hallway it we? changed to 
v »nd who stated tir.t .ihe "sbv; them etc* 

I Bup-'ose toot eraan I ge t back to AGENT OS^ALf) I’lL < o over tats- rnore 
carefully. There arc remaining questions. Ll^belar aidn* t cuengs tu»np«gee, but 
his conges did caango tu next subsection, "Oswald Wee Hot a Government Agent". 

I do not tnink it now worth too time and cost of duplicating toes© for 
you. All of th bo*. tom h^if od original P^SG 323 was eliminNted.lt deeJLa with lHO f s 
departure from NO sal ni« travels. All of 324 was re loced. So was tne top half of 
323. They did not send taa final pige of tu© original paaaegos. I f ll ©3k simply 
because I wonder xhy. 

One of tiie items of minor interest I believe entirely eliminated was 
on 324:"...t o persons have related that she previously stated that she also texx 
saw the mon at xx anti-Castro group nestings". The a tri cken-thr ough footnotes ©eon 
to be to CE3001, 3102. On 325 thero was a distorted version of Odio not recognizing 
IB* until she sew his picture, whereas, as wo know, Sylvi associated the e ':.*assina- 
ticn with the visit and zonked out. It \ uotes Annie ae snying she did not make 
»h* association until Sylvi o told h^r, which -*.ey be tue cast but is not ny recol- 
lection of some of t a testimony. And it ui a toe strange, prejudicial lines ,T There 
la no indication that *.j:s. }dio #en tinned taa alleged visit prior to the assassina- 
tion". Is toere any reason i* the world vs ay sue aaou;d hove? This iu followed by, 

"Gi nelly, investigation among snti-Costro orgonizetion members has revealed no famil- 
iarity in these circles with a peraon matching tae description of either Oswald or 
of toe “ILeopoldo 1 to n. om '4rs. Odio referred”, ^ere the original footnote read, 

"G3 294351 p.8;CEl4l4,2119". 1 will not now chock this, tut t *ia has to be a spscisl 
kind of Li*b< ler frivolity. There v?o? no such investigation myway. My rocor ection 
of 1414 and 3119 it tost they are E3 I!P reports. £^2943 i? tae Roxley l*t f er on 
Mschann. In short, Liot^lcr wrote a diahonc^t footnote p^ct^ndio^ ther? wo? an 
inveo tigetion among cnti-Cestro groups In Drllvs lor. king for both whoreea there 
was non©, end he protends no «uch persons existed when they did, os the last-minute 
-:enle proved, net e ennplo of the dependability of the writing snd Its reflection 
of both the #t evidence" end that woe called "Inveatigation". 

HW 


